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power of the Dominions to repeal under Section 2 of Chapter
the Statute of Westminster, the effort to make use of    VIL
them to bring to justice a Governor of Natal for per-
mitting the exercise of martial law and the execution
of natives proved a fiasco.1
In matters of contract for governmental purposes
the Governor is exempt from personal liability by
reason of the general rule that as a servant of the
Crown he cannot be supposed to bind himself. But on
the same ground he cannot permit the bringing of a
petition of right against the Crown, for he has no dele-
gation of that power. Fortunately the necessity of
securing the royal authority is obsolete, as local legisla-
tion normally makes full provision for dealing with
alleged breach of contract by the Government. But in
theory in any territory subject to the English common
law, where the ground is not so covered by statute as
to exclude the operation of the prerogative, it seems
clear that the King could authorise the bringing in the
local courts of a petition of right in respect of any
matter which under English law could justify the
bringing of such a petition. It is clear also that a claim
cannot be brought in the English courts in respect of
an obligation of the Crown in respect of some territory
outside the United Kingdom, such as the Irish Free
State.2 By analogy, under Dominion legislation no claim
against the Crown in its imperial capacity could be
dealt with in a Dominion court in such a manner as to
impose a liability which could be recognised by the
Crown in the United Kingdom.
1	Keith, Responsible Government in the Dominions (ed. 1928), i. 97.
2	A.-G. v. Great Southern and Western Ry. Co., [1925] A.C. 754; Dicey
and Keith, Conflict of Laws (5th ed.), p. 205.

